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Detailed Action 

1. In response to communications filed on April 21, 2006, claims 1,5,8,12,15 and 19 have been 
amended; No claims were cancelled nor added. Therefore, claims 1-20 are presently pending in this 
application. 

2. Applicant's arguments filed on April 21, 2006 have been fully considered have been fully 
considered (MPEP 714.04; 37 CFR 1.111) but they are not persuasive. 

Claim Rejections-35 U.S.C 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

4. Claims 2-7, 9-13 and 16-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over Segev et 
al (US Patent No. 6,848,021) in view of Goiffon et al (US Patent No. 6,848,021). 

The applied reference has a common assignee with the instant application. Based upon the 
earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it constitutes prior art only under 35 U.S.C. 102(e).* This 
rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) might be overcome by: (1) a showing under 37 CFR 1.132 that any 
invention disclosed but not claimed in the reference was derived from the inventor of this application and 
is thus not an invention "by another"; (2) a showing of a date of invention for the claimed subject matter of 
the application which corresponds to subject matter disclosed but not claimed in the reference, prior to 
the effective U.S. filing date of the reference under 37 CFR 1.131; or (3) an oath or declaration under 37 
CFR 1.130 stating that the application and reference are currently owned by the same party and that the 
inventor named in the application is the prior inventor under 35 U.S.C. 104, together with a terminal 
disclaimer in accordance with 37 CFR 1.321(c). This rejection might also be overcome by showing that 
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the reference is disqualified under 35 U.S.C. 103(c) as prior art in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). See 
MPEP § 706.02(l)(1) and § 706.02(l)(2). 

Claims 1, 8, and 15: 

Regarding claims 1, 8, and 15, Segev teaches a method for creating a copy services 
solution, (column 2, lines 19-32, Segv) comprising: 

receiving a document describing the copy services solution (column 6, lines 50-59, wherein receiving 
and description is defined, Segev) wherein the copy services solution describes one or more base 
copy service solutions described with base copy types (column 1, lines 45-62 and column 6, lines 
18-21, wherein the this pointer is incremented as each new entry is added to one of the queues, wherein 
incremented is equivalent to continuous base copy as defined within the applicants specification on page 
6, section [0018], Segev); 

Segev discloses all the limitations above. However, Segev does not disclose wherein an event and 
an action to be performed for that event and wherein the document is not directly executable. On 
the other hand, Goiffon discloses an event and an action to be performed for that event and wherein 
the document is not directly executable (column 14, lines 12-18, wherein the service reads the 
elements from a file and write them into the EIS, wherein the service includes the Ignore, Overwrite, and 
Create New Version options which is equivalent to an actions to be performed, the service is then called 
by scripts executing on either the Client Server or the Script Server, which is interpreted to be wherein the 
document is not directly executable, Goiffon). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention was made to modify Segev system to include wherein the document 
comprises an Extensible Markup Language document (column 7, lines 31-34, wherein file structures are 
a format into which a file is arrange by computer, Goiffon). A skilled artisan would have been motivated 
to do so by using Extensible Hypertext Language within a document because it provides structure to a 
document, its readable, wherein it has the ability to represent the most general data structures such as 
list and trees and most importantly its heavily used as a format for document storage. 
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converting the document to executable code (column 2, lines 55-65, wherein changes are made in 
the data that is associated with one of the copy services and wherein adding the entries and linking them 
to different copy services to be executed, in which entries is the code because it defines a set of 
rules/operations to be executed, Segev); and 

executing the code to perform the one or more base copy services solutions described with base 
copy types in the document (column 7, lines 17-18, wherein entries are executed, Segev). 

Claims 2,9. and 16: 

Regarding claims 2, 9, and 16, the combination of Segev in view of Goiffon teaches wherein the 
document comprises an Extensible Markup Language document (column 7, lines 31-34, wherein file 
structures are a format into which a file is arrange by computer, Goiffon). 

Claims 3.10, and 17: 

Regarding claims 3, 10, and 17, Segev in view of Goiffon teaches wherein the document 
describes a session comprising one or more sequences (column 7, lines 12-17 and column 65-67, 
wherein one or more elements are created that define each of the tools, Goiffon) and wherein each 
sequence represents a base copy type (column 19, lines 11-19, Goiffon). 

Claims 4, 11. and 18: 

Regarding claims 4,11, and 18, Segev in view of Goiffon teaches wherein at least one sequence 
includes characteristics for the base copy type represented by that sequence (column 22, lines 42-44, 
Goiffon). 

Claims 5. 12, and 19: 

Regarding claims 5,12, and 19, Segev in view of Goiffon teaches wherein at least one sequence 
includes an event (column 29, lines 18-31 , wherein a match is found and its and duplicate of the first 
word, Goiffon) and one or more actions to be performed for that event (column 29, lines 32-50, wherein 
a action is performed by user and the process is repeated for each additional hierarchy, Goiffon). 
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Claims 6 and 13: 

Regarding claims 6 and 13, Segev in view of Goiffon wherein converting the document to 
executable code further comprises: 

deserializing the Extensible Markup Language document to form one or more classes (column 
13, lines 52-57, Goiffon), wherein each class includes data describing zero or more characteristics of a 
base copy type (column 22, lines 42-44, Goiffon) and including zero or more methods representing 
actions to be performed for particular events (column 17, lines 47-50, Goiffon). 

Claims 7,14, and 20: 

Regarding claims 7, 14, and 20, Segev in view of Goiffon wherein converting the document to 
executable code (column 8, lines 19-22, Goiffon) further comprises: 

identifying a base copy services solution to implement for a base copy type described in the 
document (column 19, lines 1-6, Goiffon). 

Examiner Response 

5. Applicant argues/compares the prior art fails to teach, "a sidefile does not anticipate a document 
that is not directly executable and that is converted to code" 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. Referring to applicant's original claim language which states 
receiving a document describing the copy services solution; 
converting the document to executable code; 

executing the code to perform one or more base copy service solutions described with base copy 
types in the document; 

wherein in response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain features of 
applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., a document that is not 
directly executable), wherein this limitation is an newly added limitation which are not recited in the 
rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the 
specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed). 
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6. Applicant argues the prior art fails to teach, "receiving a document describing the copy services 
solution, wherein the copy services solution describes with base copy types and an event and an action 
to be performed for the event". 

Applicant argues the amended claim limitation. In response to applicant's argument that the 
references fail to show certain features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which 
applicant relies (i.e., receiving a document describing the copy services solution, wherein the copy 
services solution describes with base copy types and an event and an action to be performed for the 
event) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the 
specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 
F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of 
the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

8. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date 
of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action 
is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Prior Art of Record 

(The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure) 

1. Segev et al (US Patent No. 6,848,021) discloses a method for data backup includes creating a sidefile 
in a cache memory of a data storage system, wherein entries are added to the sidefile specifying copy 
operations to be respectively performed by copy services in the system, including at least first and second 
copy services of different, first and second types. 

2. Goiffon et al (US Patent No. 6,226,792) discloses an object management system is providing for 
managing, cataloging, and discovering various potentially reusable code and data components that exist 
within an Information Technology (IT) platform, and which each have well-defined interfaces with other 
components. 

Point of Contact 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Helene R. Rose whose telephone number is (571) 272-0749. The examiner can normally 
be reached on 8:00am - 4:30pm M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Don 
Wong can be reached on (571) 272-1834. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Helene R Rose 
Technology Center 2100 
June 19, 2006 
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